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deal of time and energy to be spent in tax planning.
Most of this is wholly unproductive, and it often pro
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Finally, we are becoming aware that the receptivity
of Congress to special legislation has contributed to mak
ing competent tax advisers cynical about the justice of
our
system. Some have become special pleaders to such
an extent that they are unable to
identify themselves
with the interest of the whole public in tax matters. Not
only is their usefulness in improving our tax system im
paired but their cynicism is easily caught by susceptible
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part of the beneficiaries of the preferences is an open
question. Certainly the advisability of any particular

preference should depend primarily on considerations of
equity and economic or social policy. But the dangers
pointed out should not be overlooked. While no single
special provision is likely to produce them, a large col
lection of preferences is clearly capable of doing so.
In this connection what is perhaps most important is
that almost every preference tends to breed progenies. If
the history of special provisions shows anything, it is
simply this: whenever a preference is given in one sit
uation, there will always be taxpayers who can plausi
bly claim that their case is analogous and therefore also
deserves special treatment.
And so in passing on the merits of any suggested pref
erence, two general considerations are worth keeping in
mind. (1) A large body of special provisions might well
have undesirable effects
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the fact that Law School alumni, in the persons of
JUSTICE INGRAM STAINBACK, JD'12, and JUSTICE PHILIP
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Court of Hawaii.
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cago. Mrs. Perron will be associated with the Division of
Ordinance Enforcement.
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cliffe, Joliet, Illinois, University of Wisconsin; Miriam Chess
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Ginsberg and Rubinstein recently won the
Regional Competition, defeating the University of Illi
nois in the final round. They also won the additional
Regional Competition based on quality of brief alone.
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